This study investigated attitudes toward gay men and lesbians among recreational club sport participants, including an investigation of differences in attitudes across sport clubs, team and individual sports, gender, and contact with gay men and lesbians. This study used a modified version of the Attitudes toward Lesbians and Gay Men scale administered online to acquire overall attitudinal scores of participants, as well as two parallel subscale scores. Utilizing MANOVA and ANOVA statistical testing procedures, significant differences (p < .01) in attitudes toward gay men and lesbians were found based on gender, contact with gay men and lesbians, and among different recreational club sports. Significant statistical differences (p < .01) between attitudinal subscale scores were also found across demographic levels.
The equitable distribution of sport and recreational opportunities focused around differing measures of diversity has been examined throughout leisure research concerning organized sport participation. Participation in organized sport plays a significant role in modern American society by allowing a wide variety of individuals to participate in physical activity at many levels, including universitysponsored recreational sports programs. Due to the historically diverse range of participants involved in these sporting activities, these environments have become suitable grounds for investigation into inclusiveness toward participants on the basis of demographic diversity, including sexual orientation.
The overriding purpose of recreational sports programs is to provide sporting opportunities to a wide variety of participants from all levels of interest and skill (Mull, Bayless, & Jamieson, 2005) . To ensure that campus recreational sporting programs fulfill this purpose on university campuses, administrators must work to provide an environment that is open and accepting of the numerous forms of diversity that are present in a modern university campus, including that of sexual orientation in the form of gay and lesbian participants. Identifying as a gay or lesbian participant in the heavily masculinized arena of sport can be expected to result in severe social and individual consequences, which could serve to dissuade otherwise interested participants from engaging in sporting opportunities, thus denying them of the numerous benefits of participation (Elling & Janssens, 2009; Wellard, 2002) .
Sexual orientation has become a protected class on some campuses across the United States, but many gays and lesbians who participate in organized sports may still harbor concerns over being discovered or "outed" during participation, and as such choose not to participate in such activities on campus (Griffin, 1998; Anderson, 2005) . Few recreational sports organizations have developed initiatives that specifically address a possible favoring of heterosexual social norms developing within their organized sport programs or participants' attitudes toward nonnormative (in this study, gay and lesbian) sexual orientations (Wright & Bonita, 2012) . While college campuses are gradually becoming more tolerant of many types of diversity, gay and lesbian members of the university community still report feeling obligated to keep their sexual identity hidden from their peers, isolating themselves socially and emotionally with potentially dangerous results (Rankin, 2003) . Harassment of nonheterosexual students is believed to be especially harmful during the highly dynamic developmental phases of adolescence and young adulthood and is linked to an unusually high suicide rate among gay and lesbian youth (D'Augelli, 1992) . A report put forth by the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force Policy Institute (2003) explicitly recommended further study into sport settings when addressing issues surrounding homophobia on college campuses.
A recent report conducted by researchers at Victoria University focused on the sport experiences of individuals who identified as lesbian, gay, bisexual, or transgender in Australia (Symons, Sbaraglia, Hillier, & Mitchell, 2010) . There were 307 respondents, with a relatively equal split of male and female but only 14 who identified as transgender. The study indicated more damaging experiences for men than women in regards to participation and success in sport. The average age for the study was 36 with most engaging in sports over their lifetime. Women also reported being more involved in team sports. Further, roughly 46% of respondents were never "out" in their sport participation. The environment of losing or bad play also instigated questions of masculinity for male respondents that elicited shame. Eighty seven percent of respondents reported that the use of homophobic slurs during their sporting experiences affected them in some way.
A recent and first of its kind quantitative study in Great Britain on university athletes' attitudes toward gay male teammates was conducted over a four-year period (Bush, Anderson, & Carr, 2012) . The study used questionnaires of 216 male athletes upon entry and at exit from the University to show the evolution of attitudinal dispositions of homophobia. The study concluded that respondents went from minimal homophobic attitudes to nonexistent. Such results may indicate the importance of contact among participants to openly gay and lesbian individuals as a means of mitigating homophobic attitudes, an example of Allport's contact hypothesis (1954) . The contact hypothesis, generally, points to personal contact between members of different groups as an extremely effective way of diminishing prejudicial actions and attitudes among group members (Allport) . This hypothesis is included in this study of prejudicial attitudes within recreational sport environments to determine if its effectiveness may extend to a different type of sporting environment than explored in the British study.
In 2007, a study was conducted to examine attitudes held by 371 heterosexual student athletes at three American universities toward gay men and lesbians (Roper & Halloran, 2007) . This study measured attitudes of respondents using the Attitudes toward Lesbians and Gay Men (ATLG) survey (Herek, 1984) . The study found that male respondents were more negative in their attitudes toward gay men and lesbians than female respondents, minimal deviations of attitudes between specific team settings at the universities, and that respondents reporting contact with openly gay men and lesbians had more positive attitudes toward them than respondents reporting no contact. These findings support previous research done in the area of professional and collegiate sport, particularly involving differences between how male and female athletes respond to gay men and lesbians (Southall, Anderson, Nagel, Polite, & Southall, 2010) which helped to inform this study. The British and American studies of university athletes, along with this study, are just a few examples of the use of attitudinal scales to gain a picture of the sports-related environments on college campuses.
Previous studies of homophobia in organized university sport have also examined differences among team sport and individual sport environments (Anderson, 2006; Griffin, 1998) . These studies have indicated that team sport environments are often less accepting of various forms of individual identity than individual sports. The strength of the team environment, and the need for all members involved to subjugate portions of their own identity for the benefit of the team can often indicate the preference for a homogenous team makeup. This study examines team and individual sport designations in recreational club sports to examine their possible impact.
The purpose of this study was to gain awareness of the presence and levels of heterosexism and homophobia that may be present in university-based recreational sports settings and to introduce heterosexism and sport research into campus recreational sport organizations to further inform participants, administrators and coaches within these programs. This type of research can provide participants, administrators, scholars and practitioners with strategies to initiate or improve future research and policies to provide an inclusive and inviting atmosphere for all who wish to participate in this particular leisure activity.
Methods

Explanation of Subjects
The subjects for this study were participants in recreational sport clubs at a large public Midwestern university. A census sampling technique was employed in which all recreational club sport participants at the university that had signed a participation waiver received a series of e-mail invitations to participate. Participation in the study involved responding to a short demographic and attitudinal survey via a secure online survey system. Approximately 1,800 recreational sport club athletes were in the population, representing 39 recreational club sports. Rewards in the form of monetary incentives to the highest responding clubs were also offered in an attempt to achieve adequate response rates across different club sports.
Instrumentation: The Attitude Toward Lesbians and Gay Men Scale
Data were collected using a modified version of the Attitudes toward Lesbians and Gay Men (ATLG) scale (Herek, 1984; 1988) . The development of the scale included factor analysis, item analysis, and construct validity studies carried out by Herek (1984 Herek ( , 1987a Herek ( , 1987b Herek ( , 1988 Herek ( , 1994 . Since its development, the ATLG scale has been used in a variety of settings with adequate levels of validity and reliability to measure attitudes toward gay men and lesbians, including in university settings (Herek, 1988; Harry, 1995; Hinrichs & Rosenberg, 2002; Roper & Halloran, 2007) . This scale is considered the "most widely used measure of sexual prejudice in psychology research" (Gill, Morrow, Collins, Lucey & Schultz, 2006, p.558) . Due to the applicability of the scale in a variety of settings, its use in previous literature including sport-related settings, and the relative ease of dissemination, the ATLG was chosen as the preferred attitude measurement instrument for this study.
The survey consisted of two parallel 10-item subscales to allow for direct comparison of attitudes toward gay men and attitudes toward lesbians, as well as a composite ATLG score. Subjects were asked to respond to a series of statements about gay men or lesbians on a 7-point Likert-type scale ranging from anchor points of strongly disagree to strongly agree. Scoring was completed through the addition of individual item scores (reversed where necessary) to yield a total ATLG score ranging from 20-140, with a higher score indicating more negative attitudes toward gay men and lesbians.
The original wording of the ATLG was minimally altered to reflect contemporary language usage and to increase relevance to the target population, including the changing of the term "homosexual" to the less clinical term "nonheterosexual." Instructions were provided to explicitly state that the term "nonheterosexual" was to mean "gay males" for the Attitudes Toward Gay Men (ATG) subscale, and to mean "lesbian females" for the Attitudes Toward Lesbians (ATL) subscale, in an effort to clarify any confusion over the change in terms. While the term "nonheterosexual" can be interpreted to encompass any variety of self-identified sexualities and/or identities (gay, lesbian, bisexual, queer, etc.) , it is important to note that this study was particularly focused on attitudes held toward gay men and lesbians, and not other forms of sexual diversity.
The survey tool also contained demographic questions for each respondent to allow for subsequent statistical testing of the data among various population subsets. These demographic questions included sex, main sport of participation, and questions addressing contact level of the respondent with gay men and lesbians in their sport and nonsport personal activities. The specific research questions in this study included an investigation for the presences of significant differences in attitudes toward gay men and lesbians among 1. Different recreational sport clubs 2. The team or individual classification of a respondents sport club (based upon the nature of championships held and if members participant individually or as a group) 3. The self-identified sex of the respondent 4. The contact level of respondents with gay men and/or lesbians.
Data Collection and Analysis
The investigator gained approval from the university's institutional review board and administrators within the division of campus recreational sports. Adhering to elements of Dillman's (2007) Design Method and Sue and Ritter (2007) , the survey was designed to be respondent-friendly and possible subjects received a maximum of three e-mail invitations to participate in the study. Respondents were advised that participation was voluntary and responses would be anonymous. The second e-mail to possible subjects was strategically timed to be three days after the primary e-mail, with the third e-mail another three days after that. This timing was based upon recommendations that reminders be sent quickly after initial contact and that the collection window for internet-based surveys is relatively small (Dillman; Sue & Ritter) . Recreational sport athletes wishing to participate in the study were directed to a SurveyMonkey link in their e-mail invitation to the survey tool. Responses were received from 391 recreational club sport participants from 38 different club sports of approximately 1,800 registered participants. Participants were free to become members in as many club sports as they chose, although only one response per discrete e-mail address was permitted for the purposes of this study, indicating a minimum response rate of 21.7%, although the actual response rate was likely higher.
Frequencies and percentages were used to tabulate responses to each of the questions. Mean attitudinal scores were calculated through a scoring system ranging from 1-7, in which highly homophobic responses received a score of 7 and highly nonhomophobic responses received a score of 1. The resulting ATLG scale ranged from scores of 20 (highly nonhomophobic) to 140 (highly homophobic). Independent samples t tests, analysis of variance (ANOVA) and multiple analyses of variance (MANOVA) testing was undertaken to evaluate differences between demographic categories utilizing SPSS version 18, and the data met all necessary assumptions for the different statistical tests that were employed. The data were analyzed using a .01 level of significance.
Results
Mean Attitudinal Scores
The sample of respondents in this study represented a fairly even distribution of collegiate recreational sport club participants across a variety of demographic levels ( Table 1) . As a whole, responses were obtained from 391 club sport athletes for which Attitudes toward Lesbian and Gay Men (ATLG), Attitudes toward Lesbians (ATL) and Attitudes toward Gay Men (ATG) scores were calculated. The average ATLG score for the sample was 43.06 (ATLG scale: 20-140; Cronbach's alpha = .965), the average ATG score was 21.65 (Cronbach's alpha = .930), and the average ATL score was 21.41 (Cronbach's alpha = .937) individual question items and mean scores were also calculated (Tables 2 & 3) . The results of the overall ATLG measures in this study indicate that approximately 12% of recreational club sport athletes reported ATLG scores over 80, and almost 7% of athletes had ATLG scores of 90 and above, with the highest reported score of 138. These results support the idea that while a majority of participants in organized sporting environments may hold less prejudicial attitudes than have previously been perceived, there is a sizeable minority of recreational sports participants reporting attitudes that are counter to participation from openly gay and lesbian athletes. In a close group environment, such as the one that organized sport provides, a small number of participants holding negative and/or hostile attitudes toward a particular subset of participants can serve to create an atmosphere of hostility and intolerance. In the team-oriented environment of recreational club sports, small numbers of participants can have a great impact on the overarching participatory environment based on extraneous factors to the actual number of participants in the minority, including the role of the participants on the team (captains, seniority, etc.), the particular sport of participation, and the total number of team members. Due to a violation of the assumption of homogeneity of variance within the ANOVA design, and a small sample size in some specific sports, the Games-Howell post hoc procedure was used. Research suggests that the Games-Howell post hoc procedure is an appropriate test in these instances (Games & Howell, 1976; Jaccard, Becker, & Wood, 1984) and that the test is a "robust post-hoc test that maintains the experiment wise alpha near its nominal level" (Sullivan, Riccio, & Reynolds, 2008, p.300) . The analysis revealed that respondents who participated in the recreational baseball club reported significantly higher ATLG scores than respondents who participated in the recreational club sports of cycling, fencing, rugby, softball, and swing dance (p < .01). No other recreational club sports showed significant differences in ATLG mean scores (Table 4) . The results of the Games-Howell post hoc analysis for subscale ATL and ATG mean scores revealed differences in much the same pattern as the ATLG testing above. Members of the recreational baseball club reported significantly higher ATL and ATG scores than respondents in the cycling, fencing, rugby, softball, swing dance (ATG only), and water polo clubs (ATG only). Respondents in the recreational cycling and softball clubs reported the lowest ATL and ATG scores (Table 5) .
Clubs were designated as team or individual sports based upon the competition structure for the sport. If individuals were able to compete and/or perform on an individual basis and were able to receive individual-based awards, then the club was designated as an "individual" sport, if not, the club was designated as a "team" sport. A one-way MANOVA test revealed no statistically significant differences in mean ATLG, ATL, or ATG scores of club sport participants in "team" sports and participants in "individual" sports. A one-way MANOVA test revealed that the identified sex of the respondent had a statistically significant effect on respondents' attitudes toward gay men and lesbians [F(2, 384) = 6.984, p < .01, Λ = .965]. The sex of the respondent had a statistically significant effect on overall ATLG mean scores [F(1, 385) = 6.686, p < .01], and ATG mean scores [F(1, 385) = 8.904, p < .01]. Male respondents reported a significantly higher ATLG score (M = 46.40, SD = 24.343) than female respondents (M = 39.61, SD = 13.725). Male recreational club sport participants also reported significantly higher ATG scores (M = 23.590, SD = 12.375) than female recreational club sport participants (M =19.658, SD = 13.483; Table 6 ).
Repeated-measures ANOVA testing also revealed a significant difference in the interaction of the ATL and ATG subscale measures and sex at the recreational group level [Λ(1,385) = .983, p < .05], and follow up paired sample t testing showed that within male recreational club sport participants, the ATG mean score was significantly higher (M = 23.59, SD = 12.375) than the ATL mean score (M = 22.81, SD = 12.391). A one-way MANOVA test revealed that the contact level of the respondent with gay men and lesbians had a statistically significant effect on respondents' attitudes toward gay men and lesbians [F(4, 768 Table 7 ). The analysis also revealed that respondents who reported "No Contact" with gay men and/or lesbians had significantly higher ATL and ATG mean scores (M = 27.89, 28.43) than respondents that reported contact with gay men or lesbians among their close friends (M = 20.38, 20.62) 
Gay and Lesbian Participation in Recreational Club Sports
It is apparent from the data that openly gay men and lesbians are partaking in organized university-based recreational sporting activities. Specifically, the study found that 33.9% of recreational club sport respondents had a teammate that openly identified as a gay male or lesbian, demonstrating a number of openly gay or lesbian athletes may be active within organized recreational sport. This participation, combined with the existence of negative attitudes in different levels of recreational sport, create a participatory space in which openly gay and lesbian participants could be modifying their participation levels and actions to better adhere to (hetero) normative standards of behavior and appearance.
One of the purposes of the study was to determine, through the use of demographic questions, if participants within organized recreational club sports had contact with openly gay and/or lesbian teammates within this participatory space. At the overall contact level, 81.0% of the recreational club sport participants surveyed reported contact with gay men and/or lesbians either among their teammates or close personal contact groups, indicating that it is highly more likely than not that participants have some interaction with gay men and/or lesbians in their personal lives. 
Discussion
The magnitude of the average attitudinal measure (M = 43.06) supports current research findings in which the majority of collegiate sport participants do not exhibit high levels of measurable homophobic attitudes (Southall, Nagel, Anderson, Polite, & Southall, 2009; Southall et al., 2010) . However, some findings should be noted with a closer examination of the data. In recreational club sports, respondents on the baseball club had the highest ATLG, ATL, and ATG mean scores, which were significantly different than several other specific club sports, including the cycling and softball clubs, which had the lowest mean attitudinal scores. The majority of the sport clubs, however, held mean scores that were not statistically different from one another. This suggests that within the recreational baseball club, at this particular time, an environment seemed to exist that is not as welcoming to openly gay participants as within other club sports. These findings could point to the nature of the team sport environment within sport clubs that encourages the melding of individual identities into the creation of an overarching team identity. While individual members of the recreational baseball club may not necessarily hold more negative attitudes toward gay men and lesbians than other individual recreational club sport participants, the environment that surrounds the formation of the team in that particular club potentially lends itself to the promulgation of more negative reported attitudes. This process may allow for the formation of a team-wide identity and social structure that might be more likely to adhere to an established collection of ideas and attitudes, of which wide acceptance of heteronormative compliance may be included. It is important to note that this team-wide identity formation process may be at work within the clubs with the lowest reported negative attitudes toward lesbians and gay men as well, accounting for the statistical differences that are present.
This supports the findings from a Dutch study on the negotiation of participation in sports spaces based on sexual identity. Elling and Janssens (2009) found that gay men are underrepresented in mainstream club sports and traditional team sports and are instead highly over-represented in fitness oriented sports activities. Gay men found these club sport spaces highly prohibitive of the expression of their nonnormative (straight) sexual identities. In contrast, nonheterosexual women found mainstream sport participation to have lower degrees of negativity toward openly lesbian expressions of sexuality. Interestingly in another study, lesbians and heterosexual male respondents preferred to avoid spaces that countered traditional sports spaces such as all LGBT sport organizations (Elling, De Knop, & Knoppers, 2003) .
The lack of statistically significant differences in attitudinal scores between team recreational club sports and individual recreational club sports within the study is also of interest. Previous research in the area of heterosexism and sport involving intercollegiate and professional athletics suggests that team sport environments have often been less accepting of nonheterosexual identities than their individual sport counterparts (Anderson, 2006; Griffin, 1998; Roper & Halloran, 2007) especially in relationship to the type of institution studied (public and private versus catholic; Adams & Anderson, 2012) . While certain differences in heterosexist attitudes may be found in some samples of intercollegiate athletics and professional sport, there may be less of a difference between those classifications in recreational sport settings. Though recreational club sports mirror intercollegiate athletics in many ways, the underlying purpose and overarching mission of recreational sport remains one that is meant to encourage participation by athletes of varying skills, background, and competitiveness (Mull, Bayless, & Jamieson, 2005) . The increased focus of intercollegiate athletics and professional sport on high level athletes and competition may create an environment within those sporting organizations that allow for even less divergent viewpoints surrounding self-identity than other (albeit still heterosexist) recreational environments.
An alternative explanation for the possible lack of differences in attitudes between team and individual recreational club sport participants may be found in the team setting itself. While "team sport" environments are thought to encourage atmospheres where potential individual deviation from accepted behavioral norms, including expected heteronormative behavior, are discouraged for the sake of the team, there may also be a characteristic of the team sport environment that serves in a protective role for openly gay and lesbian participants. The same groupthink atmosphere that could heavily deter gay and lesbian athletes from participation or from willingly stating their personal sexual identities in some instances may also effectively envelope already openly gay and lesbian participants into the protective team environment upon joining the organized sport at the university level. At the same time, the independence that is experienced in individual sport environments may work to encourage the holding of negative attitudes toward deviation from accepted social norms, including openly gay and lesbian participants, due to a lack of this protective team environment.
This nuance supports previous research on openly gay athletes in homophobic environments. Anderson (2002) found that although during sport participation the physical environment was free of harassment of gay and lesbians, there remained a resistance to full acceptance of gay identity. In addition, as teams are "winning" they may become seemingly even more welcoming to the openly gay athlete. During this period of team success, openly gay men and lesbians may be able to form deeper bonds of camaraderie with teammates due to the protective nature of the team setting, while still experiencing heterosexism and negativity from other areas (media, sports associations, administrators; Caudwell, 1999; .
Male recreational sport club participants in this study were found to hold more negative attitudes toward gay men and lesbians than their female counterparts. Male respondents were also found to hold more negative attitudes toward gay men than they hold toward lesbians. This finding confirmed what previous studies have found regarding differences in attitudes toward nonheterosexuals among genders (Roper & Halloran, 2007; Southall et al., 2009; Southall et al., 2010 ). An organized sport environment often enforces strict rules and regulations of heteronormative behaviors among participants that carry severe consequences if broken, specifically for male participants. These rules of normative behavior for male participants suggest that the physical contact and communication that takes place during sports activities must be strictly governed to make sure the activity is "strictly masculine." Increased acceptance of openly nonheterosexual participants could result in a perceived violation of this masculine behavior through the equating of nonheterosexual activity with nonmasculinity.
The recreational club sport participants in this study who reported no personal contact with gay men and/or lesbians held significantly more negative attitudes than participants with contact with gay men and lesbians within their friends and teammates. These responses support the theoretical notions in previous studies that individuals with close contact with a person that they know to be gay or lesbian tend to hold more positive attitudes than those that do not have such contact, or a version of the psychological concept of the contact hypothesis (Allport, 1954) . As the existence of openly gay and lesbian university students continues to increase (including in recreational sports environments) this would seem to indicate that levels of heterosexism and homophobia in all aspects of university and campus life may continue to decrease as Bush, Anderson and Carr (2012) also concluded in a previous study. However, it remains to be seen if simply gaining contact with openly gay and lesbian sports participants will work to ingrain "nonhomophobic" attitudes and develop inclusion among recreational sports participants, or if other detrimental effects on sports environments may emerge, including aspects of team and sport identity, organizational unity, and individual identity formation (Wellard, 2002) .
Study Limitations
It is important to note the limitations to this exploratory study. First, the generalizability of the study results are quite limited, even among institutions with similar recreational sport departments, demographics and institutional makeup as the study institution at the time of survey implementation. Second, the exact wording of the survey tool was updated from the original survey tool to reflect current language, and had previously been untested in current literature. The instrument did show adequate levels of reliability, consistent with the nominal changes made to the instrument (Cronbach's alpha = .965). Third, no demographic information was obtained regarding the socioeconomic status or social backgrounds of respondents. The sample obtained from the survey may not have a wide variety of diversity with respect to those demographics, which may impact attitudes as population groups of higher socioeconomic status can hold more positive attitudes toward types of diversity in many cultures (Milligan, 2012) . Fourth, the self-reported sexual identity of respondents was not taken into account. It is plausible that if the sample of the study was heavily skewed toward a particular set of sexual identities, there could be a subsequent skewing of the data based upon those identities.
In addition, while the study was distributed to a relatively large population group, the response rate for the study was relatively low, as previously discussed. The presence of such a response rate and potential for nonresponse bias is not surprising given the nature and topic of the study. While this study has the potential to be less reliable due to nonresponse bias in that the scores of nonrespondents could differ substantially from those that did respond, the demographic makeup of the participants in the study indicate an adequate representation of participants across categories. This wide demographic coverage of the respondents provides significant confidence in the representative nature of the sample.
Future Implications
The findings of this study established that some levels of heterosexism and homophobia exist within specific university-based recreational sports environments in specific contexts. The existence of these levels of homophobia may have a significant impact on participation in university organized recreational sport by openly gay and/or lesbian participants. Further investigation of these homophobic attitudes and additional development of investigatory techniques will be very important to gain a full understanding of this concept and its consequences, including investigations beyond the recreational club sport environment. Further research should also include a variety of methodological designs to better understand the experiences of self-identified nonheterosexual participants within recreational sporting environments.
This study has provided an initial investigation into issues of heterosexism and homophobia in organized university recreational sports. Relying on existing literature in related areas of sport, this study has demonstrated the applicability and need for this type of study in recreation. Through the investigation of selected demographic areas, this study has identified specific issues that recreational sport administrators and participants can use to ensure their recreational spaces are welcoming for gay and lesbian participants. While further study is necessary and welcome, this study provides a starting point for the discussion of heterosexism specific to recreation as a field apart from intercollegiate and professional sport.
Negative attitudes toward gay men and lesbians and significant differences in those attitudinal scores across specific demographic measures were found throughout the analysis of the data in this study. Further, as youth continue to use sports as a vehicle for physical, social and emotional development, the impact of these persistent and condoned attitudes may bear deepening issues on youth sports through collegiate-level sport involvement (Kivel & Kleiber, 2000) . Participants, administrators, coaches, and researchers should apply these results, and the results of further investigations of such attitudes and possible differences, to create policy and educational initiatives to fight homophobia within university-based organized recreational sports settings and create an environment in which gay and lesbian participants can openly and fully participate.
